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and that the said Arthur Sinclair was in the civil service
of your petitioners.
That from the year 1773 until 1786, Mr. James Hodges
was a member of the council of Masulipatam.
That the terms and rate of interest at which the afore-
said advances were made by the said Mr. John Whitehill,
Mr. John Sulivan, Colonel Flint, and Mr. Arthur Sinclair,
to the zemindar, have not been disclosed by the promoter
of the bill; but from the only evidence to which, at this
. distance, your petitioners can refer (that of official docu-
ments) it appears that a part only of Mr. Sulivans claim
against the zemindar was assigned to Mr. James Hodges,
and that a share of the same claim was assigned to Mr.
Alexander Pringle; and that the share so assigned to Mr.
Alexander Pringle originally carried interest at twenty-
four per cent, per annum; and that the same, and even a
higher rate of interest, was charged against the zemindar
by other persons at that time.
That, from the circumstances last adverted to, and the
character of the pecuniary transactions in which European
money-lenders were engaged with the native powers and
zemindars in India, your petitioners confidently believe
that, if the origin of the claims of Mr. James Hodges
were investigated (which it never has been), it would ap-
pear that the same were of a nature which no court of law
or equity would sanction or enforce.
That the promoter of the said bill has relied upon cer-
tain transactions which took place in. India at the time
Lord Macartney was governor of the presidency of Ma-
dras, as having given an ex post facto sanction to his
claim, and as protecting the origin of such claim from
investigation.
That your petitioners scarcely deem it necessary to ob-
serve, that the effect of such sanction, if admitted, could